


1996 Modeled Ambient Concentrations
Diesel Particulate Matter
This assessment has limitations (see page 2).
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EPA strongly cautionsthat these modeling results should not be used to draw conclusions
about local concentrationsor risk. The results are most meaningful when viewed at the state
or national level; for smaller areas, the modeling becomesless certain. In addition, these
resultsrepresent conditionsin 1996 rather than current conditions.

C The modeled estimates presented here are not a direct indicator of risk because they do not
factor in the extent to which people are exposed to these pollutants or the widely varying toxic
potentiad of different substances. In the next step of this assessment, EPA will use these ambient
concentration estimates in combination with exposure modeing and hedlth effects information to
estimate risk.

C The emissions used in this assessment do not reflect potentialy significant emisson reductions
that have taken effect snce 1996, including those from: 1) mobile source regulations which are
being phasad in over time; 2) many of the air toxics regulations EPA has issued for magor
indugtrial sources; 3) State or industry initiatives; and 4) any facility closures.

C Methods of estimating emissions, aswell as smplified modeling assumptions, may introduce
sgnificant uncertainties into each component of the assessment. See the full discusson of these
limitations.

C Because of these uncertainties, EPA will not use the results of this assessment to determine

source-specific contributions or to set regulatory requirements. However, EPA expectsto use
these results to inform decisons about the priorities of the air toxics program aswell asto guide
the collection of additiond data that could lead to regulatory decisions.
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